language, graphics and even the placement of the signs on the battlefield tour glorify a heroic masculinity that masks the senseless and mechanized nature of combat in the Civil War. Spielvogel then compares the heroic interpretation of Gettysburg with the "savage" interpretation of the Civil War that visitors receive on the walking tour of Cold Harbor. He concludes the chapter by suggesting the NPS has an obligation to remind the public of the "darker side of humanity" (Spielvogel, 151) that emerges when societies go to war.
Spielvogel asks the right questions and he is undoubtedly correct when he notes that the NPS shouldered a great responsibility when it took on its role as arbiter of public memory. Yet, Spielvogel's argument possesses several major flaws that diminish its effectiveness considerably. Perhaps most problematic is that he fails to take into account recent changes in NPS interpretation. In 2008, for example, Gettysburg National Battlefield unveiled a new multi-million-dollar visitor center and museum that reflects an unequivocal move by the NPS to emphasize the racial origins and results of the Civil War. He notes this in passing, but does not indicate how it alters his argument. In addition, reading Kevin Levin's Remembering the Battle of the Crater might have helped Spielvogel see some of the strides that the NPS has made in interpreting black military contributions to the war at Petersburg National Battlefield.
Spielvogel could have greatly improved his argument with a more extensive reading of the secondary literature. While he makes extensive use of David Blight's seminal Race and Reunion, he fails to account for more recent scholarship in the field of Civil War memory. In particular, Gary Gallagher's The Union War might have prevented Spielvogel from erroneously casting the debate over public memory as a simple binary between reconciliation and emancipation. In the second half of the book, Spielvogel uses Gerald Linderman's Embattled Courage to note the shift from soldiers' idealism to disillusionment but fails to note that Linderman ' Ultimately, Interpreting Sacred Ground will leave historians disappointed. Though Spielvogel asks all the right questions and presents his argument elegantly, disappointing flaws stemming from not having command of the secondary sources greatly mar his work.
